R.J.MCGLENNON &%

198 Utah Street
San Francisco 94103
Phone 415 552-0311
Fax 415 552-8055

October 19, 2009

Craig Whitenack, Civil Investigator

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Region IX, Southern California Field Office
600 Wilshire Ave, Suite 1420

Los Angeles, Ca 90017

Dear Mr. Whitenack,

Enclesed you will find the responses and documents for the Information
Request Questions as set forth in enclosure B in James Hanson letters dated
Oct 15,2009,

I have also enclosed at copy of a letter dated May 8, 2008 that was sent to
Chris Reiner, EPA San Francisco, which was a response to EPA’s general
notice of potential liability letter dated Feb 21, 2008.

Sincerely,

Michael McGlennon
President



1)

2)

3)

4.)

3.)

6.)
7)
8.)

9.)

The R.J. McGlennon Co. is a manufacturer of Industrial paint coatings for
the wood and metal industry. Our Products are designed for the cabinet,
furniture, wood fixture and steet fabrication industries. The R.J.
McGlennon Co. manufactures solvent and water base lacquers, conversion
varnishes, and primers. All of are products adhere to the stringent VOC
regulations and are formulated using the latest exempt solvents. The R.J.
McGlennon Co. has never purchased, transported, processed, produced or
used in our manufacturing process COCs or SOlIs.

The R.J. McGlennon Co. has only operated at one site namely 198 Utah
St. San Francisco 94103. Only letter (a.) pertains to our Company.
{Cleaning and Reuse only- 1961 to 1981)

As already set forth in question one, the R.J. McGlennon Co. is a
manufacturer of industrial paint coatings for the wood and metal industry.
The company was formed in 1961 to the present. We blend raw materials
{(solvents, resins, emulsions) in large and small mixing tanks to produce
the lacquers, conversion varnishes, and primers. (Solvent and Water Base).

No Records. The R.J. McGlennon Co. never purchased, used, produced,
processed or stored SOIs.

No. The R.J. McGlennon Co. never purchased, used, produced, processed
or stored COCs,

N/A
N/A
N/A

N/A

10.) No. The R.J. McGlennon Co. never produced, purchased, used,

produced or stored hydraulic oil or transformer oil.

11.) N/A



12.) N/A

13.) N/A

14) N/A

15.) N/A

16.) NVA

17.) N/A

18.) N/A

19.) N/A

20.) Michael McGlennon — President- Control of all Purchasing and Payments
to All Raw Material Vendors. John Davis - Technical Director Controls all
R&D, product formulations, raw material purchasing recommendations
and regulatory matters.

21.) N/A

22.) N/A

23.) N/A

24.} Michael McGlennon — President - 1977 to Present. Since 1977 complete
responsibility of the entire Company operations including all
environmental matters. John Davis — Technical Director — 1993 to Present
Since 1993 complete responsibility of all R&D, product formulations, raw

material recommendations, and regulatory/environmental matters.

25.) After 1981 purchased drums from Meyer Container (Richmond, Ca.) and
Container Management Services (Hayward, Ca.)

26.) N/A R.J.McGlennon Co. did not have waste streams containing any SOls
or COCs

27.) Bay Area Drum Site. See submitted Documents.



28.} None. No records of communications between R.J. McGlennon Co. and
listed Companies

29.) None. The R.J. McGlennon never purchased, used, produced or stored
SOls

30.) The R.J. McGlennon Co. has no documents containg information
responsive to the previous 28 questions. The R. J. McGlennon will submit
documents for Question 27.



R.J.MCGLENNON &

198 Utah Street
San Francisco 94103
Pheone 415 552-0311
Fax 415 552-8055

May 8, 2008

Chris Reiner, SFD-9-4

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthome Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

Re:  General Notice of Potential Liability
Yosemite Creek Superfund Site
San Francisco, CA
Company Name: R.J. McGlennon Company, Inc. (MacLac)

Dear Mr. Reiner:

I am writing in response tc EPA’s General Notice of Potential Liability with respect to
the Yosemite Creek Superfund Site.

R.J. McGilennon Company (Maclac) believes that EPA has improperly determined that
Maclac is a responsible party. The General Notice, and the memorandum prepared by Brett
Moxley which accompany it, state that EPA is planning to take removal action at Yosemite
Creek due to contamination with the following hazardous substances: polychlorinated biphenyls
{PCBs), chlorinated pesticides (DDT, chlordane, dieldrin) and metals (lead, zinc and mercury).

EPA has named R.J. McGlennon Company (Maclac) as a potentially responsible party
because Maclac was named as a potentially responsible party at the Bay Area Drum Site, and
EPA has concluded that “significant quantities of hazardous substances released at the [Bay Area
Drum Site] ultimately made their way to the [Yosemite Creek] Site.”

Maclac is a manufacturer of paints and lacquers. Maclac was identified as a potentially
responsible party at the Bay Area Drum Site based on its alleged disposals of toluene and xylene.
Maclac does not use, and never disposed of, PCBs, chierinated pesticides, lead, zinc or mercury
at the Bay Area Drum Site. Moreover, according to EPA, the Yosemite Creek Site is a tidal
channel that is subject to the ebb and flow of Bay tides. Toluene and xylene are velatile
aromatic hydrocarbons, and are both tess dense than water. The probability that any toluene or
xylene reached the Yosemite Creek Site from the Bay Area Drum Site is remote and entirely
speculative, but even if it did, the physical properties of these compounds ensure that they would

5128541



Chris Reiner
May 8, 2008
Page 2

net remain there today. In any event, EPA has not reported the presence of toluene or xylene at
the Yosemite Creek Site.

Maclac therefore requests that EPA rescind its Netice of Potential Liability with respect
to Maclac. Maclac did not generate or arrange for the disposal of any hazardous substance that
was found at the Yosemite Creek Site. If EPA requires additional information in order to grant

this request, I invite you to contact me.

Future correspondence regarding this matter should be directed to me at the address
below:
Michael McGlennon
R.J. McGlennon Co.
198 Utah Street
San Francisco, CA 94103

Telephone: {(415) 552-0311
Fax: (415) 552-8055

Very ours,

Michael McGlennon

§12854.1
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BILL LOCKYER, Attorney General

of the State of Californiz ,
THEODORA BERGER, State Bar No. 050108
Assistant Attorney General

KEVIN JAMES, State Bar No. 111103
Deputy Attorney General

1515 Clay Street, 20th Floor

QOakland, California 94612-1413

elephone: {510} 622-2100

ax No.:  (510) 622-2270

Attorneys for Plaintiff State of California
Department of Toxic Substances Control

STATE OF CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF
TOXIC SUBSTANCES CONTROL,

Plaintiff,
V.

AEROJET-GENERAL CORPORATION; ALLIED-
SIGNAL, INCORPORATED; ALTERNATIVE
ATERIALS TECHNOLOGY, INCORPORATED
for U.S. CELLULOSE); ASHLAND CHEMICAL,
INCORPORATED; CHEMCENTRAL
CORPORATION; CHEVRON U.S.A.,
CORPORATED; COURTAULDS COATINGS,

INCORPORATED DORSETT & JACKSDN
INCORPORATED; THE DOW CHEMICAL
OMPANY, E.L Du?DNT de NEMOURS & CO,,
CORPORATED; EUREKA CHEMICAL
OMPANY; EUREKA FLUID WORKS; FORD
OTOR COMPANY; GENERAL MOTORS
CORPORATION; GREAT WESTERN
CHEMICAL COMPANY; HEWLETT-PACKARD
OMPANY; INTER-STATE OIL COMPANY;
GERSOLL-RAND COMPANY (for SCHLAGE
LOCK COMPANY); INTEL CORPORATION;
INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY (for
STECHER-TRAUNG-SCHMIDT); KAISER
ALUMINUM & CHEMICAL CORPORATION,;
LITTON ELECTRON DEVICES (a division of
LITTON SYSTEMS, INCORPORATED);
LOCKHEED MARTIN CORPORATION (successor
fto LOCKHEED MISSILES & SPACE COMPANY,
INCORPORATED); MAXUS ENERGY
CORPORATION (for OQCCIDENTAL CHEMICAL

)
)
}
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
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)
)
)

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

No. C00-4796 PTH

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
AND CONSENT DECREE

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AND CONSENT DECREE
Case Mo, C 00-4796 PTH
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-EOMFANY ; PENNZOIL-QUAKER STATE

CORPORATION, successor to DIAMOND
SHAMROQCK CHEMICALS COMPANY, fka
DIAMOND SHAMROCK CORPORATION);
McKESSON HBOC, INCORPORATED;
MONSANTO COMPANY; NI INDUSTRIES,
INCORPORATED; NL INDUSTRIES,
CORPORATED; THE O'BRIEN
ORPORATION (for FULLER-O'BRIEN PAINTS);
LYMPIAN OIL COMPANY; OWENS-ILLINCGIS,
INCORPORATED; PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC

OMPANY,; PUREGRO COMPANY, RAYCHEM
ORPORATICN; REDDING PETROLEUM,
INCORPORATED; REDWOOD OIL COMPANY;
REICHHOLD CHEMICALS, INCORPORATED;,
REYNOLDS METALS COMPANY; R.J.
McGLENNON COMPANY, INCORPORATED;
[ROCHESTER MIDLAND CORPORATION (for
BYTECH CHEMICAL CORPORATION); ROHM
& HAAS COMPANY; ROMIC ENVIRON-
MENTAL TECHNOLOGIES CORPORATION
(successor to ROMIC CHEMICAL
ORPORATION); SANDOZ AGRO,
CORPORATED (for ZOECON CORPORATION);
AN FRANCISCO BAY AREA RAPID TRANSIT
ISTRICT; SEQUA CORPORATION (for
GENERAL PRINTING INK, a division of SUN
CHEMICALY);, SHELL OIL COMPANY; SIMPSON
COATINGS GROUP, INCORPORATED,;
STANFORD UNIVERSITY; THE STERO
[COMPANY; SYNERGY PRODUCTION GROUP,
INCORPORATED (d.b.a. HALEY JANITORIAL
SUPPLY CO., INCORPORATED and WESTERN
ICHEMICAL COMPANY);, SYNTEX (US.A),
INCORPORATED; TAP PLASTICS,
INCORPORATED; TELEDYNE RYAN
AERONAUTICAL, McCORMICK SELPH
[ORDNANCE UNIT {for TELEDYNE McCORMICK
SELPH); TEXTRON, INCORPORATED; UNION
IL COMPANY OF CALIFORNIA; UNITED AIR
INES, INCORPORATED; UNITED STATES
EFENSE REUTILIZATION MARKETING
ERVICE; UNITED TECHNOLOGIES
ORPORATION; UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA;
AN WATERS & ROGERS INCORPORATED,
OPAK DISTRIBUTION AMERICAS
CORPORATION (fk.a. UNIVAR CORPORA-
TION); W.R. GRACE & COMPANY; and W.R.
MEADOWS, INCORPORATED, '

Settling Defendants.
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UCTION
Plaintiff, the State of California Department of Toxic Substances Control
(“DTSC™), has filed a complaint {the “Complaint™) in the United States Distri¢t Court for the 7
Northern District of California (the “Court™), pursuant to the Comprehensive Environmentat
esponse, Compensation and Liability Act (“CERCLA™), 42 U.S.C. §§ 9601 et seq. The
Complaint names as defendants the members of the Bay Area Drum Site Ad Hoc Potentially

esponsible Party Group, an unincorporated association of sixty-five entities that are alleged to

,have sent hazardous substances, or are alleged to be successors to entities that sent hazardous
5

ubstances, to the Bay Area Drum Property located at 1212 Thomas Avenue, San Francisco,
California, for treatment and/or disposal. {Unless otherwise specified, the parties named as
Defendants in the Complaint will be referred to, collectively, herein as the “Settling

efendants.”) Plaintiff and the Sctﬂiﬁg Defendants now enter into this Seﬂ]eﬁaent Agreement
End Comnsent Decree {the “Consent Decree™), and move the Court to appr;ove it and enter it as a
consent decree of the Court, in order to settle this action on the terms and cunciitions set forth
herein.

DEFINITIONS

A, All terms used in this Consent Decree that are defined in section 101 of
[CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. § 9601, shali have the same meaning set forth in that section.
B. - “Bay Area Drum Property” or “Property,” as used in thﬁ Consent
Decree, shall refer to the real property located at 1212 Thomas Avenue, in the City and County
of San Francisco, California. A legal description and a map of the Property are attached hereto
as Exhibit A, and are incorporated herein by this reference.
C. “Bay Area Drum Site” or “Site,” a5 used in this Consent Decree, shall
refer to the Property, and to any place nearby the Property where hazardous substances released

at or from the Property may have come to be deposited.
D. “DTSC,” as used in this Consent Decree, shall mean DTSC; its

edecessors including, but not limited to, the Toxic Substances Control Program of the State of

{California Department of Health Services; and its successors.

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AND CONSENT DECREE
Case No. C 00-4795 PJH
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E. “DTSC’s Response Costs,” as used in this Consent Degree, shall include
ali costs of “removal,” “remedial action™ or “response” (as those terms are defined by section
101 of CERCLA), incurred or to be incurred by DTSC in response to the relegse or threatened
grelease of hazardous substances at the Site, including prejudgment interest thﬁrean through the
Effective Date. Said term shatl inctude all costs that are not inconsistent withi the National
[Contingency Plan, 40 C.F.R. Part 300 (“NCP”), which may include, but not be limited to, direct
labor costs; contractor, consultant and expert costs; travel and any other out-oif—p-ock_et expenses;
r.hc costs of identifying, developing evidence against, and pursuing claims agajinst persons or
entities liable for the release or threatened release of hazardous substances at the Site; indirect
costs; oversight costs; applicable interest charges; and attorneys' fees. |
F. “Effective Date,” as used in this Consent Decree, shallbe the date upon
which this Consent Decree is approved and entered by the Court.

G. “Feasibility Study and Remedizl Action Plan” or “FSM,” as used in
his Consent Decree, shatl refer to the Final Feasibility Study and Remedial ﬁ;{:ti_on Plan
approved by DTSC for the Site on August 14, 2000, pursuant to California Health and Safety

[Code (“H&SC™) section 25356.1.
H.  “Non-Federal Settling Defendants,” as used in this Consent Decree, shall

jmean those parties identified in Exhibit B..

1. “Removal Action Work Plan” or “RAW,” as used in this Consent Decree,
|shall refer to the Final Soil Removal Action Work Plan, Eight Shafter Avenug Residential
Backyards, San Francisco, California, approved by DTSC on December 22, 12998, pursuant to

H&SC section 25356.1.
1. “Response Costs,” as used in this Consent Decree, shail include DTSC’s

[Response Costs and all costs of “removal,” “remedial action” or “response” (as those terms are
defined by section 101 of CERCLA), incurred or to be incurred by any of the Settling
Defendants in response to the release or threatened release of haiardous substances at the Site
that are consistent with the NCP, including pre-judgment interest thereon thrugh the Effective

Date.
2

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AND CONSENT DECREE
ICasc Ne. C 00-4796 PFH
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K. “Party” or “Parties,” as used in this Consent Decree, shall mean one or all
of the parties to this Consent Decree, as indicated by the context in which thatterm is used.
L. “Settling Defendants,” as used in this Consent Decree, ghall mean the
Non-Federal Settling Defendants and the Settling Federal Agency.
M. “Settling Federal Agency,” as used in this Consent Decree, shall mean the
1United States Defense Reutilization and Marketing Service.
N. “United States,” means the United States of America, igciuding its
ldepartments, agencies, and instrumentalities,

RECITALS
A.  DTSC is the California state agency with primary jurisdiction over the
lresponse to the release and threatened release of hazardous substances at the E’;ite.
B. DTSC began to investigate the release and threatened rfeleasc of hazardous

ubstances at the Site in or about 1982. Subseguent investigation of the soil (¥'s”) at, and the
ground water (“gw") beneath, the Site revealed the presence of the following l;lazardous
substances: acenaphthene (gw); aldrin (s); anthracene (s); antimony (s); arseniic {gw,s); barium
(gws); benzene (gw,s); benzo(a)anthracene (s); benzo{b)fluoranthene (s); he:;iao[k]ﬂuomnmene
s); benzo(a)pyrene {s); benzoic acid (gw); a-BHC (s); b-BHC (s); d-BHC (gw); g-BHC(lindane)
(s); bis(2-ethylhexyi)phthalate (gw'}; butyl benzyl phthalate (s); cadmium {gw;s); carbon disulfide
(gw); chlordane (s); chicrobenzene (s); chromium (gw,s); chrysene (s); coppe;: (gw,s); 4,4-DDD
(s}, 4,4-DDE (s); 4,4-DDT {5); 1,2-dichlorobenzene (gw.s); l,#dichlombenzéne {sh 1,1-
[dichloroethane (gw); 1,2-dichloroethane (gw,s); 1,2-dichloroethylene (gw.,s); dieldrin (s); diethyl
hthalate (gw); 2,4-dimethyiphenol (gw,s); di-n-octyl phthalate (s); mdosulfa_fn sulfate (s); endrin
(s); endrin aldehyde (s); ethylbenzene (gw,s); fluoranthene (gw); fluorene (gw); heptachlor
(gw,s); heptachlor epoxide (s); isophorone (s); lead {(gw,s); mercury {gw.,s); meﬂmxycﬁl{lnr (s); 4-
ethyl-2-pentanone (s); naphthalene {gw,s); nickel (gw,s); phenanthrene (s); i:ulychloﬁnatcd
|:phen}fls (PCBs: arochlor 1016, 1221, 1232, 1242, 1248, 1254, 1260) (s); ph?enol {gw); pyrene
(s); selenium (gw); silver (gw,s); styrene (8); 1,1,2,2-tetrachloroethane (s); tetrachloroethylene

[(i.e. perchloroethylene) {gw,s); thallium (gw); ,s}; toxaphene (s); 1,2,4-

3
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lrichlorobenzene (s); trichloroethylene (gw,s); vanadium (gw,s); vinyl chloride [gw

{gw,s); and zinc (gw,s).
C. Under DTSC's supervision, and pursuant to Consent Order No. HSA

[95/96-060 (the “Consent Order”), issued by DTSC on March 14, 1996, the Settling Defendants

nducted a Remedial Investigation (“RI") and a Feasibility Study (“FS") fnr_frthe Site. .Pursuant
I:the Consent Order, in 1996 the Settling Defendants also paid DTSC $310,900.00 toward its
1alleged Response Costs. Pursuant to DTSC's request, the Settling Defendants also conducted an
investigation of eight Shafter Avenue backyards that adjoin the Property; on December 22, 1998,
DTSC approved the RAW, which was based on the Settling Defendants’ investigation. DTSC
approved the Settling Defendanis’ RE Report for the Site on March 22, 2000; the Settling
Defendants’ final FS Report for 1l'.l1e Site was incorporated into the FS/RAP. On August 14,
2000, DTSC approved the FS/RAP. A Notice of Determination that the FS/RAP had been
approved was filed by DTSC with the Govemnor's Office of Planning and Re%emh on August 17,

2000 ,
D. DTSC and the Settling Defendants believe that the Setfling Defendants
Ihave performed all of their obligations under the Consent Order in a manner ¢onsistent with the
NCP. _
E. DTSC has incurred, and will continue to incur, Respor@se Costs. As of
September 30, 2000, DTSC’s total unreimbursed Response Costs exceeded $4,100,000. DTSC,
Imoreover, estimates that it will incur Response Costs in the future in excess ¢f $100,000. The
lactivities conducted by DTSC in response to the release and threatened mleaée of hazardous
substances at the Site have included and wilt include supervision of seil, grognd water and
surface water sampling at the Site; supervision of the preparation, by vaﬂousiSettling
Defendants, of the RI Report, the draft Soil Removal Action Work Plan, Eight Shafier ﬁ;_venue
Residential Backyards, San Francisco, California, and the draft Feasibility Sﬁld}rchmedial
Action Plan for the Site; review and api:roval of the RAW and the FS/RAP; and supervision of
the remediation of the Site,

F. The Complaint alieges:

4
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L. that each of the Settling Defendants (or its predéc:ssni'} sent
lhazardous substances to the Property for treatment and/or disposal; '

2. that hazarﬁuus substances were released or threatened to be
released at the Site;

3. that removal and remediat action was and is negessary at and for
lthe Site to remove and remedy the hazardous substances released and threater;fcd to be released at
[the Site; '

4. that DTSC incurred Response Costs conducting and SUpervising
lremoval and/or remedial activities in response to the release and threatened release of hazardous

lsubstances at the Site; and

5. that each of the Settling Defendants is jointly and severally liable
ko DTSC for all of its as yet unreimbursed Response Costs.

G. The Complaint seeks to recover all unreimbursed Resppnse Costs that
have been and will be incurred by DTSC, and certain declaratory relief. |

H. By entering into this Consent Decree, the Settling Deféndants make no
admission of liabitity nor do they admiit or acknowledge any causal or other relationship between
any of their activities, past or present, and any conditions at or around the Site, nor do the
Settling Defendants admit or acknowledge any legal responsibility, apart from that created by
lthis Consent Decree, for any such conditions or for remedying any contamingtion. The Scttling
Defendants expressly ﬂcn}f any such relationship, liability or responsibility. By entering into this
{Consent Decree, the Seﬁliné Defendants are not waiving any right, claim, remedy, cause of
laction or defense in this or any other pmdecding, except as explicitly stated in this Consent
Decree. Except as set forth in section 13 of this Consent Decree, this Consent Decree expressly
does not create any rights and/or obligations to third parties. Except as exprssly pruvid;ad
lherein, nothing in this Consent Decree shall be taken as an admission by the Seftling Defendants
of the truth of any statement of fact or conclusion of law in this or any other proceeding.

| L Each of the Parties to this Consent Decree represents 4nd acknowledges
[that, in de-cidihg whether to enter into this Consent Decree, it has not relied on any statement of

5
SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AND CONSENT DECREE
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fact, statement of opinion, or representation, express or implied, made by any other Party. Each
lof the Parties to this Consent Decree has ini'cstigatad the subject matter of thif Consent Decree to |

lthe extent necessary to make a rational and informed decision to execute it, arjd has had the

lopportunity to consult independent counsel. _
' I DTSC and the Settling Defendants agree that settlement without further

jtigation and without the admission or adjudication of any issue of fact or law is the most
ropriate means of resolving this action with respect to the Settling Defendpnts. This Consent

Decree was negotiated and executed by DTSC and the Settling Defendmtﬁ m:pgcod faith to avoid

rolonged and complicated litigation. DTSC, moreover, has negotiated and executed this |

Consent Decree to further the public interest.

The Court, on the motion and with the consent of each of the Emﬁes, hereby

[ORDERS, ADJUDGES AND DECREES as fotlows: -

1. DI N

The Court has subject matter jurisdiction over the matters alleged in this action

ursuant to 28 U.S.C. section 1331 and 42 U.S.C. section 9613(b) and personal jurisdiction: over
each of the parties to this Consent Decree. Venue is appropriate in this distri¢t pursuant to 42
S.C. section 9613(b). The Court, further, has the authority to enter this Consent Decree as a

consent decree of the Court.

2. MENT OF DISPUTED CLAIMS

21  This Consent Decree represents a fair, reasonable and equitable settlement
of the matters addressed herein. | |

2.2 For the purposes of this Consent Decree, the Settling Defendants admit
Inone of the allegations of the Complaint. Nothing in this Consent Decree shﬂi be construed as
lan admission of any issue of law or fact or of any violation of law. The Setti_jxlg Defendants
expressly deny any relationship between any of their activities and any conditions at the Site, and
expressly deny any liability with respect to any Site conditions. Notwithstanding the foregoing, '

6
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e Settling ﬁcfenda.nts acknowledge their responsibility pur-uant to this Consent Decree to
erform those acts they have agreed to undertake in this Consent Decreé, and shall not deny such
onsibility in any proceeding brought by DTSC to enforce this Consent Degree.

23 Excqit as set forth in sections 3.11, 6.4, 9.1, 9.3 and 9.4 of this Consent
fDecree, nothing in this Consent Decree shall prejuﬁice, waive, Or impair any ﬁght, remedy or
defense that the Settling Defendants mhy have in any other or further legal proceeding. Nothing
1in this section shall affect the covenant not to sue set forth in section 8.1 of th;s Consent Decree.
3. REMEDIATION
3.1  Subject to the limitations set forth in sections 3.2 and 5.6, below, the Non-
Federal Settling Defendants shall implement the RAW and the FS/RAP, as ap?roved by DTSC.
A copy of the portion of the RAW known as the “Selection of the Preferred Alternative and
Work Plan” is attached hereto as Exhibit C and is incorporated herein by this q;efcrence. A copy
|of the portion of the FS/RAP known as the “Remedial Action Summary” is attached hereto as
Exhibit D and is incorporated herein by this reference.

3.2  The Non-Federal Settling Defendants’ obligation to implement the RAW
ursuant to this Consent Decree is conditioned upon access being granted fbr glc purpose of
implementing the RAW by the owners of the eight Shafter Avenue Properties idescribed in the
RAW. The Non-Federa) Settling Defendants’ obligation to implement the RAW with respect to
any one of the eight Shafter Avenue Properties shall terminate if such access has not been

rovided to the Nori-Federal Settling Defendants within: seven (7) days of the date that the Non-
ederal Settling Defendants begin performing field work at the Site in accordance with the
lapproved “Remedial Design and Implementation Plan” described in section 3.4, below. The
g{on-Federal Settling Defendants, moreover, shall have no obligation to implement the FS/RAP,
[pursuant to this Consent Decree, unless and until access to the Property for the; purpose of
implementiﬁg the FS/RAP is offered to the Non-Federal Settling Defendants, on reasonable
fterms, by the owner(s) of the Property or their authorized representative(s), or is otherwise
fsecured.

3.3 Subject to the limitations set forth in section 3.2, above; the RAW and the

7
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FS/RAP shall be implemented under the direction and supervision of either a State of California
llicensed professional engineer or a State of California registered engineering geologist, as |
required by the Califomia Business and Professions Code. The Non-Federal Settling Defendants

shall, within fifteen {15} days of the Court’s entry of this Consent Decree as a consent decree of
Ithe Court, specify in writing to DTSC the name of the State of California licei:scd pmfe;ssianal
jengineer or registered engineering geologist who will direct and supervise thé Non-Federal
Settling Defendants’ implementation of the FS/RAP.
3.4  As soon as reasonably possible after this Consent Decrpe is approved and
lentered by the Court, and in no event later than forty-five (45) days from service of notice of
isuch approval and entry, the Non-Federal Settiing Defendants shall prepare and submit to DTSC,
for it; review and approval, a “Remedial Design and Implementation Plan” (tjhc “Remedial
Design”), as described in the FS/RAP.
3.5  IfDTSC determines that the Remedial Design subnﬁtt{i:d by the Non-
Federal Settling Defendants pursuant to section 3.4, above, fails to comply wuh the RAW and
[the FS/RAP, or fails adequately to protéct public health and safety or the cnvirunmcnt, DTSC
fmay: _
(1)  modify the Remedial Design as it deems necesszary and approve the
Remedial Design as modified; or
(2) return comments to the Non-Federal Settling Defendants with
recommended changes to the Remedial Design andra date by which the Nnn-j:"‘ederal Settling
Defendants must submit to DTSC a revised Remedial Design incorpﬁraﬁng tinc recommended
[changes. "
|Any modifications, comments or other directives issued by DTSC, pursuant ﬁo this section, will

¢ deemed incorporated into this Consent Decree, subject to the limitations aE‘ section 3..]3,
||‘:c]0w. The Remedial Dcsign for the Site approved by DTSC, or approved aq modified pursvant
lto this section by DTSC, shall be deemed incorporated into this Consent DecFee.
3.6 Theremoval of soils containing hazardous substances ﬁ'nm the Site, as
[provided for in the RAW and the FS/RAP, shall begin as soon as reasonably fpussiblc after DTSC

g .
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approves a Remedial Design for the Site.
3.7  The FS/RAP provides that the Non-Federal Settling Defendants shall

enhance the natural biological degradation of the hazardous substances in the ground water
encath the Site by placing into that ground water oxygen-releasing compoungs that will
romote such natural biological degradation. This portion of the FS/RAP shali be implemented
der the direction and supervision of a State of California licensed professiopal geologist. The
Non-Federat Settling Defendants shall, within fifteen {15) days of the Court's entry of this
TConscnt Decree as a consent decree of the Court, specify in writing to DTSC ithe name of the
State of California licensed professionzl geologist who will direct and supervise the Non-Federal
Settling Defendants’ placement of oxygen-releasing compounds into the ground water beneath
the Site.
3.8  Subject to the limitations set forth in section 3.2, abovei, the Non-Federat
Settling Defendants shall remove soils containing hazardous substances from fthe Site, as
Iprovided for by the RAW and the FS/RAP, in accordance with a Site Health and Safety Plan (the
“Health and S'af'-.et),r Plan”), governing, among other things, the removal of sucih soils, ta be
lapproved by DTSC. The Non-Federal Settling Defendants shall place oxygenf-re]easing
compounds into the ground water héneath the Site, as pmﬁded for by the FS#T::RAP, in accordance
with the Health and Safety Plan, which shall also govern such placement. Uppn DTSC approval,

the Health and Safety Plan shall be deemed incorporated into this Consent Decree.
39  Within ninety (90} days of completing the removal of spils containing

azardous substances, as provided for by the RAW and the FS/RAP, or w1thm ninety (90) days
of completing the initial placement of oxygen-releasing compounds into the ground wﬁter

eneath the Site, as provided for by the FS/RAP, whichever is completed lafa%, the Nc-’n-Fedcrai
Settling Defendants shall submit for DTSC review and approval an Implementation Report
documenting the removal of soils containing hazardous substances in accordajl_cé with this
|Consent Decree, the RAW, the FS/RAP, the Remedial Design, and the Health and Safety Plan,
and documenting the placement of such compounds into the ground water henieath the Site in
accordance with this Consent Decree, the FS/RAP, the Remedial Design, and the Health and

9
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Safety Plan. The Implementation Report shall include the certification of the State of California
llicensed professional engineer or registered angineering geologist directing apd supervising the
Non-Federal Settling Defendants’ implementation of the RAW and the FS/RAP that soils
containing hazardous substances have been removed in accordance with this Consent Decree, the
IRAW, the FS/RAP, the Remedial Design, and the Health and Safety Plan. The Implementation
Report also shall include the certification of the State of California licensed professional
lgeologist directing and supervising the Non-Federal Settling Defendants’ plagement of oxygen-
Ireleasing compounds into the ground water beneath the Site that such p!mcn?nt has been
conducted in accordance with this Consent Decree, the FS/RAP, the Remedidl Design and the
Health and Safety Plan. '
3.10 IfDTSC determines that the Implementation Report sﬁ;rbmirted by the
Noanedefal Settling Defendants pursuant to section 3.9, above, fails adeguately to document
lthat the Non-Federal Settling Defendants removed soils containing hazardous substances in
cordance with this Consent Decree, the RAW, the FS/RAP, the Remedial ]?esign, and the
1::ealth and Safety Plan, or faﬁs adequately to document that the Non-Federal{Settling Defendants

laced oxygen-releasing compounds into the ground water beneath the Site iri accordance with
Ifnis Consent Decree, the FS/RAP, the Remedial Design and the Health and Skfety Plan, DTSC
may: ' |
{i) modify the Impiementation Report as it deems necﬁsafry' and approve the
Implementation Report as modified; or | | '
(i)  return comments to the Non-Federal Settling Defendants with
recommended changes to the Implementation Report and a date by which meéNon—Federal

[Settling Defendants must submit to DTSC a revised Implementation Report ijhcarporating the

frecommended changes.

LAny modifications, commments or other directives issued by DTSC, pursuant to this section, will
be deemed incorporated into this Consent Decree, subject to the limitations of section 3.13,
&bclow In its written approval of a final Implementation Report for the Site, EJTSC shail, to the
extent that the activities undertaken by the Non-Federal Settling Defendants gursuant to section 3
10
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f this Consent Decree have been consistent with the NCP, state its belief that the Non-Federal
Settling Defendants’ performance of those activities was consistent with the NCP.
3.11 The FS/RAP provides for the performance, concurrent with and

subsequent to the removal of soils containing hazardous substances from the Site and the
Llacement of oxygen-releasing compounds into the ground water beneath the Site, of long-term
und water monitoring at the Site. In consideration for the covenant not te ';*uc set forth in -
section 8.1 of this Consent Decree, the Non-Federal Settling Defendants agree: (a) to conduct
und water monitoring, and other monitoring and maintenance activities, atjand for the Site, as
lset forth in the draft Ground Water Operations Monitoring and Maintenance z@greement (“OM
Agreement™), attached hereto as exhibit E and incorporated herein by this mfémnce; and (b) to
lexecute a Ground Water Operations Monitoring and Maintenance Agreemcnt%fnr the Site
lsubstantially in the form of the O/M Agreement attached hereto as Exhibit E gpon DTSC’s
approvat of a Ground Water Operations Monitoring and Maintenance Plan fof the Site, to be
submitted by Respondents pursuant to this Consent Decree and the FS/RAP. ;The Non-Federal
Settling Defendants agree not to seek any consideration or compensatihn ﬁ'om DTSC for their
lexecution of such a Ground Water Operations Monitoring and Maintenance Agreement, apart
from the covenant not to sue set forth in section 8.1 of this Consent Decree, apd hereby waive
any right, é]aim or cause of action fof any such consideration or compensation.
312 The Non-Federal Settling Defendants shall conduct al]iactivities required
[oy this Consent Decree in compliance with all applicable state, local and fedeéral requirements
including, but not limited to, requirements to obtain permits and to assure woé'ker safety.
3.13 If DTSC determines, pursuant either to section 3.5 or to section 3.10,
labove, that either the Remedial Design submitted to DTSC pursuant to sectioén 3.4, above, or the

Implementation Report submitted to DTSC pursuant to section 3.9, above, reguires any '

odification, comment or directive, DTSC shall make a good faith effort to :;Esolve informally

¢ alleged deficiencies with the Non-Federal Settling Defendants. In the evénit that the Non-

ederal Settling Defendants do not agree with DTSC’s approval ofa Remedi;a] Desjgn as
ilaterally-modified pursuant to section 3.5, above, or with DTSC’s approvﬂ of an:

1
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Implementation Report as unilaterally-modified pursuant to section 3.10, abu?e, the Non-Federal
Settling Defendants may appeal such apprnﬁal to the Chief of DTSC’s Statewjde Cleanup -
IOperatmns Division. Such an appeal shall be made within thirty (30) days of [ﬂ'I.E Nnn Federa]
Settling Defendants’ receipt of an approved as unilateralty-medified Rcmem# Design, or an
approved as unilaterally-modified Implementation Report. The Division Chiaf shall dec1de

whether the Remedial Design or Implementation Report at issue will remain 4pprcwed as

odified, or whether it will be returned to the Non-Federal Settling Defendants for a further
pportunity to modify it in a manner that addresses DTSC’s concerns on & rezisonab]c schedule to
determined by the Division Chief. The Division Chief’s decision shall be PTSC‘S final
|determination of the matter. In any proceeding i:rﬂught by DTSC to enforce any unilaterally-
Imodified term(s) of an approved 2s unilaterally-modified Remedial Design, o:i' an approved as
lunilaterally-modified Implementation Report, the Non-Federal Settling Iiefmjda.nts may preclude
lenforcement of such term(s) by demonstrating that they appealed the apprcvai as unilaterally-
Imodified of the Remedial Design or the Implementation Report at issue to thé Division Chief,
and that his or her decision that the Remedial Design or the Implementation Report at issue
would remain approved as unilaterally-modified was an abuse of his or her discretion.
4. STATE GOVE 'NT LIABILITIES
Neither DTSC nor any other agency of the State of California §hall be liable for
lany injuries or damages to persons or property resulting from acts or omissioé_'ls by the Settling
Defendants in carrying out activities pursuant to this Consent Decree, nor shal] DTSC or any
other agency of the State of California be held as 2 party to any contract enterfpd into by the
Settling Defendants or their agents in securing access to the Site or in can-ymg out activities

[pursuant to this Consent Decree.

5. PAYMENT OF
5.1  Pursuant to sections 5.2 10 5.6, below, the Settling Def‘cndants shall pay

DTSC the sum of one million seven hundred twenty-five thousand dollars (5_1,?25,01}0) towards

Response Costs.

52  Payment by Non-Federal Settling Defendants: Withinisixty (60) days of
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the Effective Date, the Non-Federal Settling Defendants shall pay to DTSC the sum of
$1,409,506.00, for reimbursement of DTSC’s Response Costs. Payment under this section shall
[be made by certified or cashier’s check made payable to Cashier, California Department of Toxic
Substances Control, bearing on its face both the docket number of this prucecfiing and ﬂ1= phrase

“Site No. 200011." That payment shall be sent to:

Department of Toxic Substances Control
Accounting/Cashier

400 P Street, 4th Floor

P.O. Box 806

Sacramento, CA 95812-0806

A copy of the check shall be mailed to:

Barbara Cock, P.E.

Department of Toxic Substances Control
Northern California—-Coastal Cleanup Operations
700 Heinz Avenue, Suite 200

Berkeley, CA 94710

53  Payment by the United States: As soon as reasonably possible after the
Effective Date, the United States, on behalf of the Settling Federal Agency, slial! pay to DTSC
the sum of $315,494, for reimbursement of Response Costs. Payment under ﬂus section shall be
made by certified or cashier’s check made payable to Cashier, California DepPrmient of Toxic
Substances Control, bearing on its face both the docket number of this preceeiding and the phrase

“Site No. 200011.” That payment shall be sent to:

Department of Toxic Substances Control
Accounting/Cashier

400 P Street, 4th Floor

P.O. Box 806

Sacramento, CA 95812-0806

A copy of the check shall be mailed to:

Barbara Cook, P.E.

Department of Toxic Substances Control
Northern California--Coastal Cleanup Operations

700 Heinz Avenue, Suite 200
Berketey, CA 94710

5.4  In the event that the payment required under section 5.3 is not made within
180 days of the Effective Date, interest on the unpaid balance{s) shail be paid; at the rate
established pursuant to section 107(a) of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. § 9607(a), commencing on the
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181* day afier the Effective Date, and accruing through the date of the paymepi(s).

5.5  The Parties to this Consent Decree recognize and ackngwledge that the
payment obligations of the United States under this Consent Decree can only be paid from
appropriated funds Jegally available for such purpose. Nothing in this Consenjt Decree shall be
interpreted or construed as a commitment or requirement that the United Stat%s obligate or pay
funds in contravention of the Anti-Deficiency Act, 31 U.S5.C. § 1341, or any tfrther applicable
provision of law. :
. 5.6  Except as set forth in sections 7.1 and 7.2, performance of the pa:,mieﬁt

ade by the United States pursuant to section 5.3 is in full settlement of Unit¢d States’ alleged
iabilities in connection with the Site. Accordingly, the United States is not subject to the
[provisions set forth in sections 3.2. to 3.13 and 6.1 to 6.4 of this Consent Dm#e.

6. - PAYMENT OF COSTS INCURRED BY DTSC SQBI SEQUENT TO
ENTRY OF CONSENT ORDER ;'

6.t  Subsequent to the entry of this Consent Decree as a cm:isent decree of the

[Court, DTSC shall notify the Non-Federal Seitling Defendants in writing quagterly of the
Response Costs it contends that it incurred during the previous quarter. DTSE shall notify the
Non-Federa) Settling Defendants of the Response Costs it contends that it incurred between July
1 and September 30 of any calendar year on or before December 31 of the sarjle calendar year.
DTSC shall notify the Non-Federal Settling Defendants of the Response Cnstfs it contends tinat it
incurred between October 1 and December 31 of any calendar year on or befdre March 31 of the
following calendar year. DTSC shall notify the Non-Federal Settling Defend%mts of the
Response Costs it contends that it incurred between January 1 and March 31 -.pf any calendar year |
on or before June 30 of the same calendar year, DTSC shall notify the Non-l'{ederal Settling
Defendants of the Response Costs it contends that it incurred between April 1 and June 30 of any
calendar year on or before October 31 of the same ca]endai' year. DTSC’s objigations under this
ection shall begin with the first quarter that ends after the entry of this Consant Decree as 2
[:onscnt decree of the Court; DTSC shall notify the Non-Federa! Settling Def¢ndants of the
Responsc Casts that it contends that it incurred during that guarter, subsequerit to the entry of the
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Consent Decree as a consent decree of the Court, in accordance with the mhe@ulc set forth in this
section. |
6.2  The Non-Federal Settling Defendants shali pay any Regponse Costs

tually incurred by DTSC, subsequent to the entry of this Consent Decree as%a consent decree of

e Court, that are incurred in a manner not inconsistent with the NCP, and that are inciuded in

e quarterly notices to the Non-Federal Settling Defendants required by secti;;m 6.1, above. The

on-Federal Settling Defendants shall pay such Response Costs on a quarterly basis, within sixty

[(60) days of receipt of each notice sent by DTSC pursuant to section 6.1, abb?e. Each such
ayment shall be made by check, made payabie to “DTSC Accounting,” and éhall bear on its

face both the docket number of this action and the phrase “Site Code 200011 " Each check shali

lbe sent to Cashier, DTSC Accounting, P.O. Box 806, Sacramento, CA 9581240806,

6.3  In the event that the Non-Federal Settling Defendants [;‘pr any one of them}
dispute any amount included or set forth in any quarterly notice sent by DTSdZJ pursuant t¢
section 6.1, above, the Non-Federal Settling Defendants shall notify DTSC mé writing within
[thirty (30} days of receipt of the notice. In such event, one or more rcpresentaiﬁvcs of the Non-
Federat Settiing Defendants and one or more DTSC representatives shall mcc;rt within thirty (30)
days of the Non-Federal Settling Defendants’ written notice to DTSC of theiridesire to dispute
the amount included or set forth in DTSC’s quarterly notice; the representatives shall attempt, in

good faith, to resolve the dispute between DTSC and the Non-Federal Settling Defendants

[regarding said amount. _ :
64  In the event that the representatives of DTSC and the Non-Federal Settling
Defendants are unable to resolve a dispute between DTSC and the Non-Fedcfpl Se_,ttling
Defendants rcgarding- an amount included or set forth in a quarterly notice se@t by DTSC

ursuant to section 6.1, above, DTSC and the Non-Federal Setiling Defendanis shall haw.;e all
F‘ights, remedies and defenses conferred upon thern by law with respect to sai:i dispute.
Specifically, DTSC shall have the right to assert any claim or cause of action é:t'nr recovery of any
Response Costs that it has incurred, or may incur in the future, subsequent to :;'111-.3 entry of this
[Consent Decrec- as a consent decree of the Court. The Non-Federal Settling [?efendmts shall
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etain all of thei- rights and defenses with respect io any such claim or cause of action, including
[ha right to contend that some or all of the costs sought by DTSC: were not, lp fact, incurred by
DTSC; did not constitute Response Costs, as that term is defined in this Cunq:cnt Decree; and/or
were incurred in a manner inconsistent with the NCP. Notwithstanding the feregoing, however,

e Nnn;Fedet'a] Settling Defendants waive their right to contend, in any actispn or proceeding
rought by DTSC to recover Responsé Costs allegedly incurred by DTSC, sﬁibsequmt to the

tentry of this Consent Decree as a consent decree of the Court, that they are n@t liable to DTSC

for the Response Costs actually incurred by DTSC, subsequent to the entry of this Consent
Decree as a consent decree of the Court, that are or were incurred in a-rnannet:' not inconsistent
with the NCP.

7. RESERVATION OF RIGHTS

7.1 | Except as expressly provided in this Consent Decree, rémthing in the
|Consent Decree is intended, nor shall be construed, to preclude DTSC from exercising its
al.iﬂ'nt:u-it*_ﬁfr under any law, statute or regulation. Furthermore, nothing in this Gfonsent Decree is
Iintended, nor shall be construed, to preclude any state agency, department, bgard or entity, other
than DTSC, or any federal or local agency, department, board or entity, ﬁ-omiexemising its
authority under any law, statute or regulation.

7.2  Notwithstanding any other provision in this Consent Diecree, DTSC
Ireserves the right to institute proceedings in this action or in a new action, se¢king to compel any
of the Settling Defendants to perform additional removal or remedial activiti¢s at the Site, and/or
[secking further reimbursement of DTSC's Response Costs (incurred as a result of the
circumstancés set forth below), if

{a) conditions previously unknown to DTSC, for which that Settling -

Defendant is liable under any statute or law, are discovered at the Site after the entry of the

Consent Decree, and these conditions indicate that {1} a hazardous substance has been or is
Ibeing released at the Site or there is a threat of such release into the enﬁronm_‘aent and (2) the
Iresponse performed at the Site is not protective of human health and the envifonment, or;

(b)  DTSC receives information after the entry of the Congent Decree that was
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ot available to DTSC at the time the Consent Decree was entered, concemingi matters for which
t Settling Defendant is liable, and that information indicates, and the Director of DTSC
determines, that the response performed at the Site is not protective of human thealth and the

lenvironment.

8.  COVENANT NOT TO SUE BY DTSC : _
8.1  Except as specifically provided in sections 6.4 and 7.2, above, and in
section 8.4, below, and except as may be ﬁecﬁsary to enforce the terms of tl:us Consent Decree,
as of the date this Consent Decree is entered as a consent decree of the Court, iDTSC covenants
Inot to sue the Settling Defendants pursuant to CERCLA, pursuant to the Caliﬁomia Hazardous
Substance Account Act (“HSAA™), California Health and Safety Code sectionis 25300. et seq., Or
[pursuant to aﬁ}r other statute or regulation or common {aw theory, to: (1) reco?:cr DTSC's
Response Costs; or {2) require the Settling Defendants to conduct removal ur remedial activities
in response to the release or threatened release of hazardous substances at the:Site.

82  Except as specifically provided in sections 6.4 and 7.2,iabove, and in
section 8.4, be]bw, upon the Non-Federal Settling Defendants’ full performangce-of their
obligations under this Consent Decree, this Cﬁnsmt Decree constitutes and will be treated as a
full and complete defense to, and forever will bea complete bar to, the comn‘gcncement of
[prosecution of any claims, causes of action or forms of relief described in section 8.1, above, by
DTSC against the Non-Federal Settling Defendants.

‘83  Except as specifically provided in section 7.2, above, md in section 8.4,
[below, upon the Settling Federal Agency’s payment as provided in section 5.3, this Consent
Decree constitutes and will be treated as a full and complete defense to, and f;:-rever will be a
complete bar to, the commencement of prosecution of any claims, causes of gction or forms of
Irelief described in secticn 8.1, above, by DTSC against the Settling Federal Agency. |

84  The covenant not to sue set forth in section 8.1, above, does not pertain to
any matters other than those expressly specified therein. DTSC reserves, and this Consent
Decree is without prejudice to, all rights, claims and causes of action DTSC zinay have against the
Settling Defcﬁdants with respect to all other matters.
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9.  COVENANTS NOT TO SUE BY THE SETTLING DEFENDANTS

9.1  The Settling Defendants covenant not {0 sue, and agree not to assert any
claims or causes of action against, DTSC, or its contractors or employees, for fm}r COStS or
damages they might incur, or for any injuries or losses they might suffer, as a mult of their
Iperformance of the requirements of this Consent Decree. The Settiing Defem—iénts further
covenant not to sue, and agree not to assert any claims or causes of action agaipst, DTSC, orits
contractors or mnﬁlo?m, for contribution of any costs they have incurred, or ay incur in the
future, conducting removal or remedial activities at and for the Site. |
92  Notwithstanding section 9.1 of this Consent Decree, in the event that
DTSC seeks to require the Settling Defendants to perform further removal or femedial activities
at or for the Site pursuant to section 7.2 of this Consent Decree, or in the cveni that DTSC seeks
further reimbursement of Response Costs pursuant to section 7.2 of this Cons?nt Decree, the
Settiing Defendants may assert against DTSC any right, claim or cause of actiian for contribution
c-_f such further removai or remedial activities, or of such further Response Cn%ts, authorized by
tatute or common law, and DTSC may assert against the Settling I.‘.'lefienda:ntsi.gt'a,n:.r defenses
aut_horized by statute or common law to any such right, claim or cause of acﬁén. Moreover,
notwithstanding section 9.1 of this Consent Decree, the Settling Defendants d{n not waive any
claims against DTSC that may arise subsequent to the entry of this Consent Dpcree as aresult of
acts undertaken by DTSC in excess of its Jegal authority, or as a result of actsior omissions of
DTSC employees that recklessly or intentionally cause injury to the Settling I@efendants‘
[employees or tangible property, or to the employees or tangible property of thc Settling
Defendants” agents. | j
9.3  Subject to the provision set forth in section 9.4, the No%-Federa] Settling
Defendants hereby forever release, discharge, and covenant and agree not to #sert (by way of
lcommencement of an action, the joinder of the United States in an existing actmn or in any other
fashion) any and all claims, causes of action, suits, or demands of any kind wilatsnever in law or
in equity which it may have had, or hereafter have, including, but not limited to, ¢laims under |
[CERCLA sections m';' and 113, against the United States for the “Matters At:}dressed" in this
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|Consent Decree, as that term is defined in Section 10.2.1.

94  The United States hereby releases and covenants not to sue the Non-

[Federal Scttliﬁg Defendants for “Matters Addressed” in this Consent Decree, as that term is

- Kefined in section 10.2.1, except the United States specifically reserves its right to assert against

Non-Federal Settling Defendants any claims or actions regarding the Site brought on héha]f of
lthe United States Environmental Protection Agency or a natural resource trustee. In such event,
the releases and covenants provided in sections 9.3 and 9.4 shall have no effecét to the extent of
the claims brought by EPA or a natural resource trustee and the Settling Defeédants reserve zll
[claims and defenses as to those claims.

1. E F E E

10.1 This Consent Decree constitutes the resolution of the S;:ttling Dcfcﬁdants'
liability to DTSC in a judicialty approved settlement within the meaﬁing of s:%ction_ 113(0)(2} of
[CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. section 9613(f)(2). This Consent Decree requires the N&:«n-Federal'Sett]ing' ,
Defendants to complete the remediation of the hazardous substances released at the Site by
implementing the RAW and the FS/RAP, and by executing and compl}fing wﬁh 2 Ground Water
|Operations Monitoring and Maintenance Agreement. This Consent Decree alaso requires the
Settling Defendants to make a significant contribution towards DTSC's Resp-:’énse Costs.

10.2 Provided that the Non-Federal Settling Defendants perform their
obligations under this Consent Decree, the Non-Federal Settling Defendants s;hali be entitled, as
of the date this Consent Decree is entered as a consent decree of the Court, tofprntection against
all claims for contribution, pursuant to section 113(f){2) of CERCLA, 42 U.S;EC. section
9613(FH2), for the “Matters Addressed” by this Consent Decree, to the fullest extent permitted by
taw. The “Matters Addressed” by this Consent Decree are all actions taken of to be taken by
DTSC, by any of the Settling Defendants, or by any third person or entity not a party io ﬁs
|Consent Decres, in response to the release or threatened release of hazardous,substances at the
Site, and all cost.s incurred or to be incutred by DTSC, by any of the Settling ;Defcndants, or by
any third person or entity not a party to this Consent Decree, in response to sﬁd release or

lthreatened release.
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10.3 Provided that the United States makes the payment purguant to section 5.3
f this Consent Decree, the Settling Federal Agency shal be entitled, as of the date this Consent |
Decree is entered as a consent decree of the Court, to protection against all c]a;ﬁms for
L:ontril:iutiazm1 pursuant to section 113(N(2) of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. section 961::3({]{2], for the
Matters Addressed” by this Consent Decree, to the fullest extent permitted by law. The
“Matters Addressed” by this Consent Decree are all actions taken or to be takﬁn by DTSC, by
lany of the Settling Defendants, or by any third person or entity not a party to th:s Consent
[Decree, in response to the release or threatened release of hazardous substancgs at the Site, and
ail costs incurred or to be incurred by DTSC, by any of the Settling Defendan@s, or by any third

person of entity not a party to this Consent Decree, in response 10 said release}or threatened

release. 7
10.4  Without limiting sections 16.2 and 10.3 hereof, this C;onscnt Decree
shall, to the fullest extent permitted by law, prevent the Settling Defendants fq:'om being held
liable to any third person or entity not a party to this Consent Decreé for any %laims for
lcontribution, indemnity or the like, asserted under any federai, state or cammen law, anising cut
of or related to any response, cleanup, removal or remedial actions or costs, mjhich such third
[persons or entities may take, incur or defray at any time in response to the rehfease or threatened
release of hazardous substances at the S_fte.

10.5 Except as specifically provided in this Consent Decree] nothing in this
|Consent Dgcree is intended, nor shall be construed, to waive, release or other?-fisc affect any
right, claim or cause of action held by any Party against, or to provide 2 covegant not to sue to,
any third person or entity not a party to this Consent Decree, or to in any wa}fg limit, restrict, or
impair the right of any Party to assert rights, claims, causes of aﬁtiuns and déi:?cnsa against any |
third person or entity not a party to this Consent Decree, inciuding without limitation the right to
seek payment, reimbursement, contribution or indemnity from such persons gr entities for
obligations incurred or to be incurred, or actions taken or to be taken, under this Consent Decree.
Except as specifically provided in this Consent Decree, the Parties expressly reserve any rights,
claims, or causes of actions they might have against any third person or entit:ér not a party to this
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lconsent Decree.

1. NOTIFICATION ,
Notification to or communication among the Parties as require:ﬂ or provided for in .
[this Consent Decree shall be addressed as follows:

As to DTSC:

Barbara Cook, P.E.

Department of Toxic Substances Control

Northern California--Coastal Cleanup Operations

700 Heinz Avenue, Suite 200

Berkeley, CA 94710

As to Non-Federal Settling Defendants:

Nicholas W. van Aelstyn, Esq.

Heller Ehrman White & McAuliffe L.L.P.

333 Bush Street
San Francisco, CA 94104-2878

A5 to Federal Settling Agency:
Chief, Environmental Defense Section
United States Department of Justice

Environment and Natural Resources Division

P.O. Box 23986
Washington, D.C. 20026-3986

12 MODIFICATION OF SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AND
C DE !

This Consent Decree may only be modified upon the written a?pmval of the
Parties and the Court. DTSC and the Settling Defendants may, however, agrée informally to
Imodify the time period for completion of any activities required by this Cons%nt Decree without
[secking a formal modification of the Consent Decree from the Court. Any ini‘omlal modification
of the time period for completion of any activities required by this Consent Dbcree shall-be set
forth by the Parties in writing. DTSC and the Settling Defendants alsc may agree to modify any
|Ground Water Operations Monitoring and Maintenance Agreement into whz'c;h they enter,
without seeking a formal modification of this Consent Decree fron-lj. the Court%; by complying with
any provision in that Agreement governing its modification. Nothing in this iiectioh is intended,
mor shall be construed, to limit or otherwise affect DTSC's right, pursuant to q%ectiansﬁ.i and.

2]
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3.10 of this Consent Decree, unilaterally to modify tﬁe Remedia! Design and ﬂie lrziplementatinn
eport to be submitted by the Non-Federal Settling Defendants to DTSC pursuant to sections 3.4
and 3.9 of this Consent Decree.

13, P N NSE E :

) This Consent Decree shall apply to and be binding upon DTS(_’;, each of ﬂ1e
Settling Defendants, and each of their respective successors and assigns. Thejpmvisions of this
lConsent Decree shall inure to the benefit of DTSC, each of the Settling Defendants, and each of
their respective successors and assigns. The provisions of this Consent Decree shall also inure to
[the benefit of the officers, directors, employees and agents of eacﬁ of the Seﬁiing Defendants, in
[their capacities as such. This Consent Decree, however, does not settle, resoli#c or otherwise
laffect any claims for relief or causes of action DTSC has made or asserted, c-rf[which DTSC could
Imake or assert in the future, against any of the officers, directors, employees @r agents of the
Settling Defendants, for any of the matters set forth in section 8.1 of this Congent Decree, that
oes not arise out of the status of the officer, director, employee or agent of a{Settling Defendant
las an officer, director, employee or agent of a Settling Defendant. :

14. AUTHO TO ENTER
Each signatory to this Consent Decree certifies that he or she is fully authorized

by the party he or she represents to enter into this Consent Decree, to execute: it on behalf of the

party represented and legaily to bind that party.

15, INTEGRATION
This Consent Diecree, inciuding the exhibits and other materiaﬁ incorporated

Iherein by reference, constitutes the entire agreement among the Parties and miay not be amended
or supplemented except as provided for in this Consent Decree. | '

16. NTION OF DICTION 7

The Court shall retain jurisdiction of this matter for the purpoge of enforcing the

terms of this Consent Decree.

17. EXECUTION OF DECREE

This Consent Decree may be executed in two or more counterparts, each of which

22
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[shatl be deemed an original, but all of which together shall constitute one and ﬁe same

‘instruinent.
18. APPROVALS OF PARTIES _
Plaintiff DTSC consents to this Consent Decree by its duly authorized .
[representative as follows: '
Dated: STATE OF CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT
OF TOXIC SUBSTANCES comoL
By: 1

BARBARAJ. COOK,P.E. '
Chief, Northem California--Coastal

Cleanup Operations Branch, Statg of
California Department of Toxic
Substances Contro!
Non-Federal Settling Defendant Aerojet-General Corporation donsents to this
Consent Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows: '
Dated: AEROJET-GENERAL CORPORATION
By:
Its:
Non-Federai Settling Defendant Alternative Materials Technolpgy, Inc. (for U.S.
|Cellulose) consents to this Consent Decree by its duty authorized represcntati?e as follows:

Dated: ALTERNATIVE MATERIALS TECHNOLOGY, -
INC. (for US. CELLULOSE) |

By:

Its:

//
i/
/i

//
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Non-Federal Defendant Ashland, Inc. (sued herein as Ashland Chemical,

Incorporated) consents to this Consent Decree by its duly authorized represeniative as follows:
Dated: ___ ASHLAND, INC. '
By:
1ts:
Non-Federal Defendant ChemCentral Corporation consents to ﬂus Consent
Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:
Dated: _ CHEMCENTRAL CORPOM]TON
By:
Its: ;
Non-Federal Settling Defendant Chevron U.S.A., Inc. consents to this Consent
Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows: '

Dated: CHEVRON U.S.A., INC.

By:

Its:

Non-Federal Settling Defendant Courtaulds Coatings, Inc. (for [ntemational Paint

[Company) consents to this Consent Decree by its duly authorized repreSentative as follows:

Dated: . COURTAULDS COATINGS, INC. (for
- INTERNATIONAL PAINT COMPANY)

By:
Its:
i
i/
i
1/

..
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Non-Federa! Settling Defendant Delta Air Lines, Inc. consents tp this Consent

Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:
Dated: DELTA AIR LINES, INC.

By:

Kts:

Non-Federal Settling Defendant Dorsett & Jackson, Inc. consents to this Consent

Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows: _
Dated: " DORSETT & JACKSON, INC. |

By:

its:

Non-Federal Settling Defendant The Dow Chemical Company: consents to this

I;onsent Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:
ated: : THE DOW CHEMICAL COMPANY

By:

Its:

Non-Federal Settling Defendant E.I. DuPont de Nemours & Company, Inc.

consents to this Consent Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:

Dated: E.I. DUPONT DE NEMOURS & COMPANY, INC.

By:

Its:

//
/f
//f
i/

//
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Non-Federal Settling Defendant Eureka Chemical Company cénsents to this

[Consent Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:
Dated: | EUREKA CHEMICAL COMPANY
By: '
Its: '
Non-Federal Settling Defendant Eureka Fiuid Works consents t© this Consent
Decree by its duly authorized rcpresentatwe as fotlows:
Dated: EUREKA FLUID WORKS
By:
its: :
Non-Federal Settling Defendant Ford Motor Company consenii,‘s to this Consent
Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows: :

Dated: _ FORD MOTOR COMPANY

By:

Its:

Non-Federal Settling Defendant General Motors Corporation consents to this Consent

Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:

Dated: GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION
By: l
Its: |
i
%
%
%
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Non-Federal Settling Defendant Great Western Chemicai Company consents to

lthis Consent Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows: _
Dated: GREAT WESTERN CHEMICAL COMPANY

E- U T )

o0 =3 hn A

i0
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Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

4/
f
i
i
/f

By:

Its:

Non-Federal Settling Defendant Hewlett-Packard Company ccfmsents to this

By:

Its:

Non-Federal Defendant Honeywell intemnational, Inc. (successor to Allied-Signal,

By:

Its:

Non-Federal Settling Defendant Inter-State Oil Company con*ents to this Consent

By:

Its:

Consent Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows: __
HEWLETT-PACKARD COMPANY

HONEYWELL INTERNATIONAL, INC.
(successor to ALLIED-SIGNAL;, INC.)

Inc.) consents to this Consent Decree by its duly authorized representative as|foliows:

Decree by its duly authorized representative as fellows: _
INTER-STATE OIL COMPANY

T
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Non-Federal Settting Defendant Ingersoll-Rand Company (foriSchlage Lock

|Company) consents to this Consent Decree by its duly authorized rcprcsentaﬁ!ve as follows:
Dated: INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY {for SCHLAGE
, LOCK COMPANY)}
By
Its: ,
Non-Federal Settling Defendant Intel Corporation consents to ithus Consent Decree
‘b}r its duly authorized representative as follows:
Dated: INTEL CORPORATION
By:
Its: .
Non-Federal Settling Defendant International Paper Company (ftjr Stecher-Traung-

Schmidt) consents to this Consent Decree by its duly authorized representative ag follows:

Dated: INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY (for
STECHER-TRAUNG-SCHMIDT)

By:

Its:

'Non-Federal Settling Defendant Kaiser Aluminum & Chemical Corpgration consents to

lthis Consent Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:

Dated: KAISER ALUMINUM & CHEMICAL
: LORPORATION

By:

Its:
[/ |
[/
i
i
i
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1 Non-Federal Settling Defendant Litton Electron Devices (2 division of Litton
2 [Systems, Inc.) consents to this Consent Decree by its duly authorized represe;jtﬁtivc as foliows:
3 [Dated: LITTON ELECTRON DEVICES (a division of
s LITTON SYSTEMS, INC.) : 7
5 By:
6 its:
7 Non-Federal Settling Defendant Lockheed Martin Corporation (successor to
8 [Lockheed Missiles & Space Company, Inc.) consents to this Consent Decree b}r its-duly
9 |anthorized representative as follows: : _
10 [Dated: LOCKHEED MARTIN CORPORATION {successor
: to LOCKHEED MISSILES & SRACE COMPANY,
INC.) '
12
By:
13
Its:
14
15 Non-Federal Settling Defendant Maxus Energy Corporation (for Occidental
16 |Chemical Corpoeration, successor to Diamond Shamrock Chemical Company) consents to this
17 |Consent Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:
18 [Dated: ' . MAXUS ENERGY CORPORATION (for
OCCIDENTAL CHEMICAL CQRPORATION,
19 - successor to DIAMOND S OCK CHEMICAL
COMPANY) :
20 '
21 By:
22 Its: .
23 Non-Federal Settling Defendant McKesson HBOC, Inc. consents to this Consent Decree
24 [by its duly authorized representative as follows:
25 |Dated: ' McKESSON HBOC, INC.
26
By: .
27 - :’
Its:
28
29
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Non-Federal Settling Mefendant Monsanto Company consents fo this Consent

Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:
Dated:” MONSANTO COMPANY

By:

Its:

[}

Non-Federal Settling Defendant NI Industries, Inc. consents td this Consent

Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:
Dated: NI INDUSTRIES, INC.

By:

Its:

Non-Federal Settling Defendant NL Industries, Inc. consents to this Consent

Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:
Dated: NL INDUSTRIES, INC.

By:

Its:

Non-Federal Settling Defendant The O'Brien Corporation (foriFu]ler-O'Brien

Paints} consents to this Consent Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:

Dated: THE O'BRIEN CORPORATION (for FULLER-
O’BRIEN PAINTS) |
By:
Its:
s
7
7
7
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Non-Federal Setiling Defendant G*ympian Oil Company cons¢nts to this Consent
Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:

tDated: OLYMPIAN OIL COMPANY
By: . "
Its: 1
Non-Federal Settling Defendant Owens-Illinois, Inc. consents to this Consent
Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows: i
Dated: | ~ OWENS-ILLINOIS, INC.
By:
Its:

Non-Federal Settling Defendant Pacific Gas & Electric Comparjy consents to this

iConsent Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:

Dated: PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

By:

1ts:

Non-Federal Settling Defendant Pennzoil-Quaker State Company consents to this

[Consent Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:
Dated: PENNZOIL-QUAKER STATE QOMPANY

By:

Its:

i/
//
i/
i

/7
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Non-Federal Settling Defendant Purc"‘ Comp-ny consents to this Cnnsent

Decree by its duly authorized representative as follav. 5:
Dated: PUREGRO COMPANY
By:
Its:
Non-Federal Settling Defendant Redding Petroleum, Inc. consents to this Consent
Decree by its duly authorized representativé as follows: ;
Dated: REDDING PETROLEUM, INC.
By:
Its:
. Non-Federal Settling Defendant Redwood Oil Company consgnis fo this Consent

Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:
Dated: REDWOOD OIL COMPANY

By:

Its:

Non-Federal Settling Defendant Reichhold Chemicais, Inc. cansents to this

|Consent Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:

- [Dated: REICHHOLD CHEMICALS, INC.

By:

Its:

i/
i
i

i/
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Non-Federal Settiing Defendant Reynolds Metals Company consents to this

Consent Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:
Dated: REYNOLDS METALS COMPANY
By:
Its:
Non-Federal Settling Defendant R.J. McGlennon Company, Inc. consents to this
[Consent Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows: '
IDated: R.J. McGLENNON COMPANY,IINC.
By: ;
Its: :
Non-Federal Settling Defendant Rochester Midland Corporation (for Bytech
Chemical Corporation) consents to this Consent Decree by its duly authorizedjrepresentative as

follows:

‘Dated: ROCHESTER MIDLAND CORPDRATION (for
BYTECH CHEMICAL CORPORATION}

By:

Its:

Non-Federal Settling Defendant Rohm & Haas Company consents to this Consent

Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:
1Dated: ROHM & HAAS COMPANY

Its:

i
iy

i/

: 33
FE’I'I'LEMENT AGREEMENT AND CONSENT DECREE

ase No. C 004796 PJH




1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
g

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
2]
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

Non-Federal Settling Defendant Sandoz Agro, Inc. (for Zoecon:Corporation)
|consents to this Consent Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:
Dated: SANDOZ AGRO, INC. (for ZOEEON

' CDRPORATID‘\T]
By:
Ifs: ,

Non-Federal Settling Defmdant_ San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Iransnt District

consents to this Consent Decree by its duly authorized representative as falluvés:
Dated: SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA RAP]D TRANSIT
DISTRICT
By:
Its: .

Non-Federal Settling Defendant Sequa Corporation (for General Printing Ink, a
division: of Sun Chemical) consents to this Consent Decree by its duly authorizicd representative
as follows:

Dated: : g%UTﬁﬁ?gRPORATTON (for %%QERAL
INK, a division of SUN CHEMICAL)
By:
Its:
Non-Federal Settling Defendant Shell Oil Company consents to lhlS Consent
ecree by its duly authorized representative as follows:
ated: SHELL OIL COMPANY
By:
Its:
i
//
i
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Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

i
/7
/7

Non-Federal Settling Defendant Simpson Coatings Group, Inc.;consents to this

Isonsent Decree by its duly authorized representative as foliows:

SIMPSON COATINGS GROUP, INC.

By:

Its:

Non-Federal Settling Defendant Stanford University consents tp this Consent

Decree by its dul-y authorized representative as follows:

STANFORD UNIVERSITY

By:

Its:

Non-Federal Settling Defendant The Stero Company consents io this Consent

Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:

THE STERQ COMPANY

By:

Iis:

Non-Federal Settling Defendant Synergy Production Group, Iric. (dba Haley

Janitorial Supply Co., Inc. and Western Chemical Company) consents to this Consent Decree by

its duly.authorized representative as follows:

SYNERGY PRODUCTION GROUP, INC. (dba

HALEY JANITORIAL SUPPLY|CO., INC. and
WESTERN CHEMICAL COMPANY)

Iis:
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Non-Federal Settling Defendant Syntex (U.S.A.), Inc. conserts to this Consent

Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:
Dated: SYNTEX (US.A)), INC.
By:
Iis:
Non-Federal Seitling Defendant Tap Plastics, Inc. consents to this Consent Decree
[by its duly authorized representative as follows: :
Dated: _ TAP PLASTICS, INC.
By:
s
Non-Federal Settling Defendant Teledyne Ryan Aeronautical, EM::Ccnnick Selph

[Ordnance Unit {for Teledyne McCormick Selph) consents to this Consent De_i;;ree by its duly

uthorized representative as follows:

TELEDYNE RYAN AERONAUTICAL,
McCORMICK SELPH ORDNAMNCE UNIT (for
TELEDYNE McCORMICK SELIPH}

Dated:

By:

Its:

Non-Federal Settling Defendant Textrdn, Inc. consents to this Consent Decree by

its duly aumcﬁzed representative as follows:
I;Jatcd: TEXTRON, INC.

Its:

H
/
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Non-Federal Settling Defendant Tyco Electronics Corporation {successor to
Raychem Corporation) consents to this Consent Decree by its duly authorized representative as

follows:

Dated: TYCO ELECTRONICS CORPORATION

{successor to RAYCHEM CORPORATION)

By:

Its:

Non-Federal Settling Defendant United Air Lines, Inc. consents to this Consent

[Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:

Dated: UNITED AIR LINES, INC.

By: 5
its:

Settling Federal Agency Defense Reutilization and Marketing $ervice consents to

I::is Consent Decree by its duly authorized representative as fellows:

ated: FOR THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

MARX A, RIGAU

Environmental Defense Section
Environment and Natural Resources Dmsmn
U.S. Department of Justice

301 Howard Street, Suite 870

San Francisco, California 94105

(415) ?44-6491

i
I/
i
1
it
i

i/
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Non-Federal Settling Defendant U.S. Liquids, Inc. (for Romic Environmental
Technolugieé Corporation, successor to Romic Chemical Corporation} consents to this Consent

Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:

Dated: _ U.S. LIQUIDS, INC. (for ROMIC
ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNO 1IES
CORPORATION, successor to R MIC CHEMICAL
CORPORATION) : :

By:

Its:

1

Non-Federal Setiling Defendant United Technclogies Corporaljicn consents to this

ated: UNITED TECHNOLOGIES CORPORATION

Ennscnt Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:

By:

Its:

b

Non-Federal Settling Defendant University of California cnnse}lts to this Consent

Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows:
Dated: ' UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNLA

By:

Its:

Non-Federal Settling Defendant Unocal Corporation (sued hergin as Union

[Oil Company of California) consents to this Consent Decree by its duly authotized representative

fellows:
ated: IINOCAL CORPORATION

Its:

//

i
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Non-Federal Settling Defendant Van Waters & Rogers, Inc. copsents {o this -

[Censent Decree by its duly authorized repre;scntativc as follows:

Dated: VAN WATERS & ROGERS, INC.
By:
Its: . _
Non-Federal Settling Defendant Vopak Distribution Americas Ii.',‘i::-rpi:&ratiu::fn (fk.a.
[UNTVAR Corporation) consents to this Consent Decree by its duly authorizec% representative as
follows: :
Dated: VOPAK DISTRIBUTION AMERICAS
CORPORATION (fk.a. UNTVAR
CORPORATION)
By:
Its: |
Non-Federal Settling Defendant W.R. Grace & Company, Inc. ;::onsents to this
|Consent Decree by its duly authorized representative as follows: |
Dated: W.R. GRACE & COMPANY, H*JC
By:
Its:
Non-Federai Settling Defendant W.R. Meadows, Inc. mnsentstta this Consent
Decree by its duly authonzed representative as follows:
Dated: W.R. MEADOWS, INC.
By:
Its:
IT IS SO ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED:
Dated: f .
. UNITED STATES DISTRICT J;J'DGE
C:ADatiJamaniBay Ares rum deaft consant ducre. wpd =
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